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Dear Ohqirrnen and. Commissioners,

FursuantTo'Section'1,-11286 of the,Cornrnissisriis n¡les,4Z C.F.R. g 1.1ZQ6,
loN Media Networks, lnc. ('loN'), licensee of the television siations ftsteðon
Attachment A, writes in strong support of the FCCIs proposals to extend forthree
additionat years'both the *viewabilitf 

r:ule for cable carriage of :over-thê-air DTV
signals añd the smallcable system HD exemption.l

As an initial matter, it rnust be noted that the continuation of the viewability
requirement is unambiguously mandated by the plain meaning of the statute and by
the clear intent of Congress. These critieal caniage requirements have been upheÍd
by the Suprerne Court and cannot be ignored in tñis proceeding.' Àsihe
Commission recognized,when it àdop1ëdthe viewab'ility'iequirement.in ,2007 and
reaffirmed in the Nofrce, cable operators ãre required by Section 614(bX7) of the
Communications Act to provide âll tneir subscr¡bèrs with à viewaufe sìgnäí for all
mandqtory carriâgerstations.s The statute has notctranged sinee,,,2007 and.,both
cable operators and the eommission remain bound by law to ensure that must-carry
signals,are,provided to.afl cable subscribem - including thosè tha! continué to
receive analog cable service.

1 See.öaniage of Eigital Television Breadcast Signãlsi A¡npndmeht to Fârt 76
of the Commission's Rules, Fourlh Further Notice of G.S Docket No. 98-120, FCC 12-
ta,1id 're6- 10\2þ12) (the'.Notice1. sèeábo z6;s6(d[Ð, 1SX ca¡'riage of'Digitat
Televi$ion Er*sadcasl Slgnals: Amendment:to Par:t 76 ofihe Oor¡ntissíonts, Rr.riës,
Fourth Repor{,and Order" 23 FCe, Rod 19618 (20_08J;2' Tamer Brõadcastìng Sysfems, !nc; v.,FCO,,5?0 US 180. (J'gg7).s See 47 U.S.C. S 534(bX7); See Ganiage ot Oigitat Television Broadcast
Signals, GS Docket t¡dga¡àd,'in¡,ø Report ãnrd ardér ano fni¡ra Èuäri Ñot¡ce or
Proposed RuÌemaking,22FCC Rcd 21064 par:a, 15, 16 {ZOAï (Viewability Ordefl.
ION l¡ledla Networks ¿Ol Ctearwater Park Road West Palm Beaéh, FL gi40l
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The consumer need for continuation of the viewabilit¡l requírement is equally
çofpèlling, The viewability r¡¡le is exlremely criticalto ensuring that morè than 1Z
million aaalog-onl!¡ cable television customers eontinue.æcêivihg their full
!!T.Pl.q[ent of local over-the-air television channels. Oongressädopted Section
614(bX7) to protect these customers from cabJe operetor efforts tò diop local
b,f-oaqÇâst signâls. Ðiscontinuing the viewability rule would ignore Congress's intent
and deprive rnillions of vjewer-ç sf'the Iocal telev-ision $ervice-ihey rightf¡lly expêct;
Consumers' only choice if they want tc retain their full compliment of locai broãdcast
services would be to upgrade'to more expensive digitat cable services, 

'fh"t 
is

precisely the situation Congress sought to eliminate when it adopted the requirement
that cable operators provide all must-carry signals to every subscriber. Congress
has spoken clearly on behalf of consumers and the viewing public on this isJue.

Undermining, in any way, the existing viewability rule also would împroperly
incentivize a slower transition to digital serviee, Broadóasters faced with a
governiÍent rnandate spent¡nany biltionsrof doltars trans¡äôn¡ng to digital television
insientaneously on June 12h 2009, Broadcastersproviding their dig¡talservices
should nqt be punished with a loss gflviewer-s as â .consequenoe sf-othèt parts of'the
ecosystem not completing the transition, particularly large and powerful and weg
funded entities: Again, we stand by,and fully support the exemption for small systenr
operators- ln fact, being an independent ourselves, we know,hbw challenging ú can
be tg compete in an exceedingly consolidated marketplace. To the extentlhe
viewability rules place a hardship on smailer cäþle operËúors" loN fulfy.suppo.rts
continqation ofithê HD'exemptlon, br.rt prematu¡ely,comþromising basic ev-er{he-air
signalviewability for analog subscribers on a largè scale would unnecessarily punish
over 10o./o of the U,$.-populatio'n,in a walr that Congress clearly instructed úb all to
avoid. As long as operators continue to emplo¡¡ analgg transmission technology, the
vjewability rule,w.il! remain necessary to ens¡Jre that analog subscriber.s- have ácce-ss
tg hrqadcast sÌgnals, as Congress intended,

This issue is of particular importance to ION and its viewers across the
country. ION is the last remaining truly independent natiqnal broadcast network and
is unaffiliated with any domestic orfor,eign media eonglomerate. we have long-
Standing, positive relations with our distributors,and, can woik with'them very
effectlvelythrough any issues:they maV fece. Ag we made clear in our presentations
to the Commission and the staff, if the FGC, and therefore, by necessity, Congress;
show'an appet'rte to holistiælly exarn ine,dhe prem ises of muslcârry/retiansm ¡ðsion
consent regime, we will be as open minded as any broadcasters you will encounter.
We have no objection to a performance and consumer, básed examination of the
dg-otrinê. But,,given the cunqnt ov.erly eonsolidated marketplaee that isrlargely
hOstile to independefrts; we wiÍl vigorOusly:oppose a lateht hollowing of what
amounts to 10-20% of the must-carry doctrine without examininQ and, in parallel,
adjusting the conespond in g retransm ission consent ru les.

While some cable operators in ION markets have moved to alldigitaldelivery
of cable servioee, mäny rnorê haue not: $ince l0Nls s-tations,¡each moiã than 99,
million homes in the U.S., literally millions of cable subscribers depend on cábte
operator compliance with the viewability rule to receive loN programming. The
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advertising revenue$ generated by loNrs stations depend on delivery of loN's
signals'to allthe viewers,in,elJ its r*arkets" liCN useslihal revenue,tofund its,
proactive DTV, stratêgy that'seeks to makê fr¡lf usê. of 'the,'versililify' of ÐTv'
broadcasting through a mix of HD content, multicast programming streams, and
rnobile videô applícations. The fruits of lON's efforts include its fiågshlp general
'entertainment:channel;,multicastfeeds.of ION lifei a:hêalth,wellness, and lifestyle
channel, and qubo, a Z4-hour children's programming network; and the promotion
and roll-out of ntobile DTV services throu$h active mèmÞership in the Open Mobile
Video Coatition. All of these efforts depend in large part on cable operators'
continued delivery of a viewable ION signat to all of their subseribers,

lONrs ieliânce on cable caniage for exe.eution of íts DTV business plan is by
no meâns unique. lndeed, the Nofice recognízes that as of 2010, q!òlo ot
broadcasters elected mandatory carriage of their signqls on local:cable systems.
Each of these television stations depends upon oable operator delivery of a viewable
signal to all their subscriþers"

Tlühile cont¡fiuat¡on of the viewability !"equlierÌtênt'1úndoubtgdly, places á,minor
burden on cable operators,, Gongress and the Gommission ah.eady have been
solicitous of that burden by imposing the 1/3 channel capacity cap on the amount of
bandwidth cable operators must dedicate to must-carry statisns. And the
Co.rnmi$sjon haÈ f,urther ámeliorated the,þulden tþal: ¡pand,g!öIy cäniage,places,_on
cable operators by adopting the small-system exemption for cable carriage of HD
signals. ION supports continuation of both these policies, but consistent with
GongresSls' exple$S requirements under '$ectioh 61,4i cable operâtérs múSt continue
to provide viewable signals of local must àarry televisìon stations to all subscribers,
d.igital qnd analog.

Finally,,as the,Nofrþþ'r,ecogni2es¡ expil'-ation ofthe vieúabilit¡r ruìe,willnot
rêlieve cable operators of the statutory requirement under the Act of delivering
vigwab,ie,signals,tg,allanalog cabfe subscrjÞers:ar The o-nly thing thatwill change wifl
be'the,'meth0d,of énforaement - if the rule expiresî stãtions will be requiiefl to,bring
cafÍiage Çomplâints, if eable operators fail todeliver viewable signals to analog
cubseribers- lt would be qulntessêntially had',Follcy to eliminate thecle¿f'vj.eyr{abil¡ty
rule in preferencer,f.or,câsè:-bl/,:case adjudiçat¡on that¡Would,oËmsurne,Commission
and broadceêtêr rêsources to iesolve:ah issue lhat eöngress ¡¡ádè êJea.r and,
explicit. tsy far the'better outcome is to maintain the viewäbility order until such time
as.,oaþle operaters,join br,oadcesters in cornpleting tþ h:a¡sition,todigitáltelevisÍon.

gubmitted,

,Châir,ñlân and,,CEO

o 
Nøt¡çeat par:a. f0

l0H ù{adir ñIçlwork* ó01 ClÊ-arwêtèr Patk,Roed lilcst Pal¡n,Beaçh, FL334ql
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ATTACHMENT.A

ION Media Networks; lnc,

Fr¡ll Pôwêi Têtevisiön Statiohs

Qall tettêiç

WPXN.TV
KPXN.TV
WCPX-TV
!ryPPX-ry
KKPX-TV
,WBPX-ry

WDPX-II.I,VPXG.TÌ1

KPXD.T\/
WPXW.TV
.\ffi/P)(-f!
:WFXA.TV'

WP}XÐ;ÏV
KPXg.TV
t(vvPX-w'
WXPX-I\I
KFXM.TV
.\MlPXjfv
KPPX"TV
wPxM-'111'
KPXG-TV
KSPX-TV
WOPX-TV
KPXG.TY
\AIINP.TV
WlPX.TV
wl'JP,x-ry
WRPX.TV.

'WFPX:TV'.WNPX.TII
[t/PXr¡ry
KPXE-TI
KT}P'X.TV
KPXL;TV.
\¡1lZPX-TV'
WPXF-TV
.WPXH'TV

WPXJ-TV

FGC Cifv of Lisense

Nêw York Gily
San Bernardino, tA
Chicago, lllinsis
\Mlmington, Delaware
San Jose, California
Boston, MA
Vineyard Haven, MA
Goncord, NH
Aflington, Texâs
Manassas, Virginia
MarÌinsburg, lÂntl
Rorne, Georgia
Ann Arbor, Michigan
eônfoe, Texas
Bellevue, Washington
Bradenton, Florida
St Cloud, Minnesota
Akrofi, Ohio
Tolleson; Arizona
I\liami, Florida
Denve¡:GoloÍado
Sacramento, California
Melbourne, Florida
Salem, Oregon
Pittsb-urgh, PA,
tsloomington, lN

,New London, GT
Rock,Mount, NC,
F,ay.êtteville, NC
GookevÍïei Tenlìê$see
Kenosha,, Vtr/€

l(ansas Oity, Missouri
Frovo, Utah
Uvalde, TeNas
Battle Cr:eek,, Ml
Lake Wsrth, Florida
Gadsden, Alabama
Norfslk, Virginia
Batavia, New York

New York,City
Los:Angeles
Chiffigo
Philadelphia
Ean FFancisco
Boston
Boslon
Bostsn
Dal,las
\Âraehington, D,G.
W,ashington, D.C.
Atlanta,
Detrsit
þlo-r.rston

$eattler
T€mpa
Minneapolis,
Gfevèland
Phoenix
f{fiami
Ðenver
$agramento
oflanoo
Portland
P¡tts.bufgli
lndianapolis'
,ÍJarttoid
Rãleigh
Fayette.ville, NG
Nashville
lVlilwaukee
Kansãs Gi'h/
Salt l-ake.Ci{y
San Antgnig'
'Grand Rapids
,\¡Vest P,alm:B.each
B!rmingham
Norfo_lk
B¡.¡ffalo
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:Ko'px-w
WGPX.iry
WPXS-TV
WFXC-TV
WFXX'-FI
WPXt-TV
,w€P:,x;TV
\¡VYPX-TV,
KTFX.TV
WLPX-TV
l^/PXK-111
WUPX.TV
WPXR-TV
KPXO-ry
KFFX-TV
KGFX:TV
vltsPx-Tr/
KPXR.llf
\AfËPX-TV'
M\TPXU-TV
\MIPX-DT

FCç,City of, Liiense

Oklahoma Gity, Oklahoma
;Burlington, North O4rolina
Block lsland, RI
B,runswick, GA
Memphis, TN
New Orleans, LA
Scra¡lon, Fennsylvania
Amsterdam
Okmulgee, Oklahoma
Charleston, West Virginia
Jellics, Tennegsee
Morehead, Kontucky
Roanoke, Virginia
Kaneohâ Hawâii
Nevvton, lowa
S¡okane, Washington
S¡¡racu$e, New York
Cedar:Rapjdg lowa
Grreenville, NC
Jaeksonville, ñt
Añtigo, Wisconsin

,Nie.lsen DMA

Oklahoma,Gity
Gieensboro
Providence
Jacksonville, FL
MernBnis
New Q.rleans
Wilkes Bane
Nêw York, Albany
I ulsã

Charleston
Knoff¡lle
l-e¡ì¡gton
Roanoke
Honolulú
Des:Msines
Spokane
S,¡¡raëuse:
Oedar Rap"ids
Greenville-New Eern; NG
Greenville-New Bem, NC
Wausau
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